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National  Union  of  Women’s  Suffrage  Societies, 


Woman  s Suffrage  in  the 
United  States. 

An  Answer  to  Mrs.  HUMPHRY  WARD, 

By  Mrs.  Ward  Howe, 

President  of  the  Illinois  Woman’s  Suffrage  Society. 


Reprinted  from  ' THE  TIMES  of  October  1st,  1908,  by 

kind  permission  of  the  Editor. 


[We  publish  to-day  an  account  of  the  growth  and  position 
of  the  Woman  Suffrage  movement  in  America,  in  the  form 
of  a letter  from  Mrs.  Julia  Ward  Howe,  the  venerable 
American  author,  who  is  perhaps  best  known  in  this  country 
as  the  writer  of  the  famous  “ Battle  Hymn  of  the  Republic.” 
— The  Times,  Oct.  1.] 

Sir, — Mrs.  Humphry  Ward  has  published  in  your 
columns  a letter  on  the  woman  suffrage  movement  in 
America.  If  the  reports  of  this  letter  cabled  to  the  American 
papers  are  correct,  Mrs.  Ward’s  statements  show  that  she 
has  been  seriously  misinformed. 

She  is  reported  as  saying,  in  substance,  that  “ in  the 
second  third  of  the  19th  century”  the  woman  suffrage 
movement  in  this  country  was  active  and  strong,  but  that 
it  is  now  almost  extinct,  owing  to  the  organized  opposition 
f>f  women.  Xothing  could  be  furtlier  from  the  facts. 
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In  the  second  third  of  the  19th  century,  as  I well  remember, 
the  movement  was  small  and  unpopular,  and  the  object  of 
unlimited  ridicule.  It  has  grown  steadily  in  numbers  and 
in  strength  ever  since.  The  change  of  sentiment  in  its  favour 
among  women  has  been  especially  marked. 

The  organized  opposition  among  women  is  very  small 
compared  with  the  organizations  of  women  in  favour.  The 
woman  anti-suffrage  movement  in  America  maintains  only 
one  small  four-page  quarterly  as  its  mouth-piece;  the 
woman  suffrage  movement  maintains  one  weekly  paper 
and  seven  monthlies.  The  organ  of  the  anti-suffragists,  in 
its  issue  for  January,  190 8,  publishes  a list  of  the  anti-suffrage 
associations  in  the  United  States.  From  this  it  appears  that 
State  anti-suffrage  associations  exist  in  only  two  out  of 
the  46  States  of  the  Union  (New  York  and  Massachusetts) 
and  small  anti-suffrage  “ Committees  ” in  six  more.  On 
the  other  hand,  woman  suffrage  associations  exist  in 

33  States  and  several  Territories. 

The  “ New  York  State  Assf)ciation  Opposed  i o the 
Further  Extension  of  Suffrage  to  Women,”  in  its  last  annual 
report,  claims  only  four  local  branches.  The  New  York 
State  Woman  Suffrage  Association  has  125  local  branches. 
The  Massachusetts  Association  Opposed  to  the  Further 
Extension  of  Suffrage  to  Women  has  38  local  branches  of  so- 
called  members,  who  pay  no  clues.  The  Massachusetts 
Woman  Suffrage  Association  has  111  local  branches,  all  of 

whose  members  pay  dues. 

The  Massachusetts  Association  Opposed  to  the  Further 
Extension  of  Suffrage  to  Women  claims  to  have  14,000 
members.  This  gives  a greatly  exaggerated  idea  of  its 
strength,  unless  accompanied  with  an  explanation  as  to 
what  constitutes  membership.  In  most  societies,  those  who 
join  pay  a membership  fee,  and  renew  their  membership 
from  year  to 'year.  The  so-called  members  of  the  “ Anti-” 
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Association  pay  no  dues  ; they  merely  sign  an  anti-suffrage 
document ; and  those  who  signed  many  years  ago  are  still 
counted  as  members  to-day.  The  statement  that  they  have 
14,000  members  merely  means  that  in  13  years  they  have 
collected  14,000  signatures. 

At  the  time  of  the  recent  Constitutional  Convention  in 
Michigan,  the  Michigan  suffragists  collected  175,000  signa- 
tures to  their  petitions  in  a few  months.  No  anti-suffrage 
petitions  were  reported. 

At  the  time  of  the  last  Constitutional  Convention  in 
New  York,  the  suffragists  secured  more  than  300,000  signa- 
tures to  their  petitions  ; the  anti-suffragists  only  15,000. 

When  Chicago  was  lately  considering  the  adoption  of  a 
new  city  charter,  97  organizations,  with  an  aggregate  mem- 
bership of  20,000  women,  petitioned  for  the  insertion  in 
the  charter  of  a clause  giving  women  the  ballot,  while  only 
one  small  organization  of  women  petitioned  against 
it. 

In  Maine,  Iowa,  Kansas — in  short,  wherever  women  have 
sent  to  the  Legislature  petitions  for  suffrage  and  remon- 
strances against  it,  the  petitioners  have  always  outnum- 
bered the  remonstrants,  and  have  generally  outnumbered 
them  50  or  100  to  one.  On  the  only  occasion  when  the 
Government  took  an  official  referendum  among  women 
(in  Massachusetts,  in  1895),  the  women’s  vote  was  in 
favour,  25  to  one. 

In  America  most  women  are  still  indifferent  on  the 
question  of  suffrage  ; but  of  those  who  take  any  lively 
interest  in  it  either  way,  the  vast  majority  are  m favour. 
This  has  been  demonstrated  wherever  the  matter  has  been 
brought  to  a test. 

Mrs.  Ward  ascribes  all  the  defeats  of  woman  suffrage  Bills 
in  the  United  States  to  the  organized  opposition  of  women. 
In  most  of  the  States  where  such  defeats  have  taken  place 
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there  was  no  anti-suffrage  organization  of  women  at  all. 
In  the  few  cases  where  such  organizations  existed, 
there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  their  influence  turned  the 
scale.  In  America  the  great  obstacle  to  woman  suffrage 
is  the  inertia  of  conservatism,  among  both  men  and  women, 
added  to  the  strenuous  opposition  of  the  liquor  interest  and 
all  the  vicious  elements.  The  poet  Wliittier  said,  many  years 
ago,  that  the  men  who  were  opposed  to  woman  suffrage 
merely  used  the  opposition  of  a few  women  as  a cloak  for 
their  own  hostility.  This  is  equally  true  to-day. 

Mrs.  Ward  says  “ The  State  of  Washington,  where 
woman  suffrage  existed  while  it  was  still  a territory,  refused 
to  grant  it  when  it  became  a Stat(i.”  Women  voted  for 
the  first  time  in  Washington  in  1884,  and  the  woman  suffrage 
law  was  set  aside  as  unconstitutional  by  the  Territorial 
Supreme  Court  in  1887.  When  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  was  announced  the  liquor  s<?llers  and  gamblers  lit 
bonfires  and  rang  bells. 

Mrs.  Ward  does  not  mention  that  Wyoming,  after  20 
years’  experience  of  woman  suffrage  as  a territory,  and 
Utah,  after  17  years’  experience  of  it,  both  of  them  put 
it  into  their  Constitutions  by  an  almost  unanimous  vote 
when  they  came  into  the  Union  as  States.  Colorado,  after 
eight  years’  experience  of  it,  incorporated  it  into  her  Con- 
stitution by  a majority  more  than  six  times  as  large  as  that 
by  which  she  had  originally  adopted  it. 

Every  Governor  of  Wyoming  for  the  past  39  years  has 
declared  the  results  of  woman  suffrage  to  be  good,  and  the 
Wyoming  Legislature  has  twice  passed  resolutions  to  that 
effect  by  a unanimous  vote.  For  the  last  20  years  the 
suffragists  have  had  a standing  challenge,  inviting  the 
opponents  to  find  in  all  Wyoming  two  respectable  men  who 
will  assert  o\cr  thek  own  names  and  addresses  that  it  has 


had  any  bad  results.  The  opponents  have  thus  far  failed 
to  respond. 

A resolution  testifying  to  the  good  results  of  woman 
suffrage  has  been  passed  by  the  Colorado  Legislature,  with 
only  three  dissenting  votes  in  the  House  and  one  in  the 
Senate.  Several  years  ago  a published  statement  that  no 
ill-effects  had  followed,  and  that  the  women’s  vote  was 
“ noticeably  more  conscientious  than  that  of  men,”  was 
signed  by  the  Governor  of  Colorado,  the  Governor-elect, 
and  two  ex-Governors  ; by  the  Chief  Justice  and  all  the 
justices  of  the  State  Supreme  Com’t,  the  Denver  District 
Court,  and  the  Court  of  Appeals  ; the  President  of  the  State 
University,  the  Attorney-General,  the  State  Superintendent 
of  Public  Instruction,  all  the  Colorado  Senators  and  repre- 
sentatives in  Congress,  and  a long  list  of  distinguished 
citizens,  including  prominent  clergymen  of  different  denomi- 
nations, and  the  presidents  of  13  of  the  principal  women’s 
associations  of  Denver.  The  anti-suffragists  have  not  found 
in  all  Colorado  a dozen  respectable  men  who  say  the  contrary 
over  their  own  names. 

In  Idaho,  the  Chief  Justice  and  all  the  justices  of  the  State 
Supreme  Court  have  signed  a published  statement  saying — 
“ Woman  suffrage  has  gained  much  in  popularity  since  its 
adoption  by  our  people.  None  of  the  evils  predicted  have 
come  to  pass.  The  constitutional  amendment  establishing 
it  was  carried  by  more  than  a two-thirds  vote.  If  the 
question  were  resubmitted  w^e  believe  it  would  now  be  carried 
by  a vote  almost  unanimous.”  So  far  as  I am  aware,  the 
anti-suffragists  have  not  yet  found  a single  man  or  woman 
in  Idaho  whom  they  can  quote  on  the  other  side. 

Mrs.  Ward  compliments  “ the  common  sense  and  public 
spkit  ” of  those  American  women  who  oppose  woman 
suffrage.  Without  calling  in  question  their  good  intentions, 
A\e  can  hardlj'  praise  the  good  sense  of  women  who  not  only 
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oppose  the  granting  of  the  full  franchise  to  women,  but 
who  also  fight,  with  equal  or  even  greater  vehemence,  every 
proposal  to  grant  them  municipal  suffrage,  or  to  give 
women  who  are  tax-payers  a vote  upon  questions  of  local 
taxation.  Mrs.  Ward  refers  with  regret  to  the  defeat  in 
New  York,  in  1899,  of  a Bill  requiring  that  one-third  of  the 
members  of  School  Boards  should  be  women.  The  Albany 
Association  Opposed  to  the  Further  Extension  of  Suffrage 
to  Women  published  a letter  protesting  against  that  Bill  as 
legislation  which  “ threatens  the  home,  threatens  the  sacred- 
ness of  the  marriage  tie,  threatens  the  Church,  and  under- 
mines the  foundation  of  our  great  Republic.” 

At  the  recent  annual  meeting  of  the  Massachusetts  Associa- 
tion Opposed  to  the  Further  Extension  of  Suffrage  to  Women 
we  hear  that  every  speaker  laid  stress  upon  the  urgent  need 
of  more  money  and  increased  effort  to  offset  the  growing 
activity  of  the  suffragists.  The  New  York  Association 
Opposed  to  the  Further  Extension  of  Suffrage  to  Women, 
in  its  official  report  for  the  year  1907,, says  frankly:— 
''When  the  agitation  for  woman  suffrage  first  began  to 
command  attention  the  outlook  for  its  ultimate  success  was 
far  less  a matter  for  apprehension  than  it  is  to-day.” 

The  National  American  Woman  Suffrage  Association  is 
growing  in  membership  every  year,  and  its  annual  income 
has  risen  from  $2,544  in  1892  to  $25,662  in  1907. 

We  shall  all  agree  that  comparison  between  the  personnel 
of  the  two  parties  is  to  be  avoided.  Yet  I must  say  that  in 
the  experience  of  many  years  I have  always  found  the 
advocates  of  woman  suffrage  occupying  higher  moral  ground 
than  that  held  by  their  opponents.  On  the  one  side  I see 
the  logic  of  justice  carried  to  its  inevitable  conclusion.  On 
the  other  I find  a deep-down  distrust  of  human  nature 
which,  so  far  as  it  is  embodied  in  the  ordinances  of  society, 
must  always  restrict  its  progress  and  deny  its  highest  ideals. 
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I I am  happy  in  believing  that  woman  suffrage,  in  so  far  as 

* already  prevails  in  the  United  States,  has  come  to  stay. 
Y I f®®l  assured  that  its  domain  will  extend  itself  with  the 

I prevalence  of  true  principles  of  government  and  with  the 

% H growing  application  of  these  to  the  issues  of  life. 


I JULIA  WARD  HOWE,  President,  New  England 

Woman  Suffrage  Association. 

Newport,  R.I. 


National  Union  of 
Women’s  Suffrage  Societies 


President  - - - Mrs.  FAWCETT.  LL.D. 

Offices  - 25,  Victoria  Street,  London,  S.W. 

This  Society  demands  the  Vote  for  Women  on 
the  same  terms  as  it  is,  or  may  be,  granted  to  men. 

It  is  non-party.  It  does  not  oppose  the 
Government  Candidate  as  such  ; but  supports  the 
Candidate  who  declares  himself  the  best  friend  to 

the  cause  of  Women. 

It  appeals  to  the  ^lectors  to  exact  a public  pledge 
from  the  Candidates,  and  to  support  the  cause 

of  justice  at  the  poll. 

It  appeals  to  Voteless  Women  to  unite  in  demand- 
ing this  great  reform. 

It  appeals  to  every  one,  man  or  woman,  to  make 
the  Members  of  Parliament  feel  that  the  Country 

has  spoken. 

Our  Weapon  is  Public  Opinion 

The  Latest  Leaflets  published  by  the  Union  are  : 

Women’s  Votes : The  Repression  of  a Disfranchised  Sex.  By 

Cicely  Hamilton  (author  of  “Diana  of  Dobson  s ). 

Can  the  Majority  of  Women  Demand  the  Vote  ? 

Leading  Facts  of  the  Movement  for  the  Parliamentary  Enfranchisemen 

of  Women.  .1  n - 

The  Coming  of  the  Women.  By  Canon  Scott  Holland, 
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